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i\ X/ ASHINGTON—Thé " dramati¢': decision last; £;100 British and Freich submarine missilés, These are a!
.Yy . Week by four former top U.S. officials tobreak {  : -better deterrent than the Pershing and cruise missiles |
iV publicly: with the Reagan' Administration’s de-.] - ¥ because they cannot be destroyed by a Soviet strike, -«
sclared, willingness to be the first to use nuclear weapons | £;f¥::Even thiough superiority is meaninglesstn a‘'world of ;
+n the event of 3 conventional war in Europe is perhaps’] . ».$housands of nuclear weapons, there is no question that
:Ahe most significant sign ye} of the seriousness of the:|  j;the‘ United States with its strategic forces'is better off:
!pucl.eu d-ebate now meeping Eumpe and’ Al-'ﬂeﬁca.‘ . _,.,_.'A _.ﬁhan !.h So_Viet .Union. SurViVability i&lhe kgv chmcf‘.i
{~>Dissenting : fram . the' Administration’s policy—most.] 3’ feristic of a detérrent force, and the United States with®
;recently articulated by Secretary of State Alexander M. | - £ its submarine missiles and bombers has fewer.vulnera- 1 -
;Haig Jr.—were Robert S.-McNamara, secrelary of de- ¢7 ble weapons than do the Soviets. They place too muchi
ifense in the Kennedy and Johnson administrations; Mc-] ~ }Feliance‘on land-based missiles, which are now becom: |
1George Bundy, national security adviser in the Kennedy| ¥, ing :theofetically .vulnerable; their::submarines ‘cari
jAdministration; George F. Kennan, former ambassador]  &.Jaunch fewer-warheads, are nofsy, . which mikes them
110 the Soviet Union, and Gerard C. Smith, chairman of ¢ Vulnerable -to,_detection, and. their' intercontinental ;
¢the Arms Control and Disarmament Agency during the .’-}{’:gbmi are currently limited in numbers and date back !

+ st R A T §vothe mid- ORI AR i AV KT W KW N
i:The lour,men urged the Administialion to/fenctiges]  7*/A freeze today Would not Ieave America 1 a dangers
Aits “first-strike” policy. They called their proposal “im-4 4 OuS position of inférlority; we would sti}l be very strong’
:perative for the long-run survival of sur saciety and, in+| ) We Would have 9,000 stralegic. warheads to the.Sovict
;9eed, of civilization as we know iL.” Their proposal has| ~ HeURIOR'ST000. Lo sivarivt ot B0 Somdtipesncsiag
‘focused even more attention on the call—heard on'both{  ¢;,”.-The second argument, that a’freeze. now:would. re;
“sides of the Atlantic—for,a miclear weapons freezeand]  i7move Soviet incentives for reductions,is just-apother’
ireductions. . < 0 i 1wl U el s ts vl] f:f"e-“i"’“”"f the old bargaining-chip.theory—<buy new,
f 'The arguments againist an immediate freeze are ses] i Weapons in‘order to blackmail the Soviets into halting
:rlous and ought not to be ignored. Opponents of the] ﬁ:‘he‘f programs, It is'an effective way. of ensuring that ,
‘freeze argue that it would keep the United Statesina| % Weapons stockpiles increase; but it has proven ineffec:;
‘position of inferfority.vis-a-vis the Soviet Union; thata | - 73 }ivein persuading the Sovielsto exercise restrainty ey :
:freeze now would remove any incentives for.the Soviets? §io 2 A classic example of the failure.of:this policy s the*
1o agree to reductions later; and that a freeze could not] .. i7.9eployment of MIRVs, the multiple:warheads:put on'}
/be satisfactorily yerified. Do these objections stand up to ‘% “single.missiles beginning in the early-1970s:The United |

Nixon’ Administration, /s ks o

1050

icareful scrutiny? jn i 4 Siodbetiitiy L AW idel b f2States was'bout five years ahead of the Soviets in this |
+t-In his press conference on March 31; President Reas§  'lechnology, and rather than atlempt to negotiate a hal}|
:gan claimed the “Soviets now have a definite margin of]  -.10. MIRV: procurement, the United Slates decided tg; -
}gg;idot;uy oy:reghe gnitedisutg:-_ug' added that u,é;; ‘ i{g:::d altlh_c:gt.gilthout_any limitations, ¥enry. Kissin'gefs
#'Soviets’ grea one in which: they. sorb riargued.that this program was necessary to gét the Sol.
Yo retaliatory blow and it uS againsiriere o Shvietato back out of sMIRY Facen e o 5t e So
%/'But the President doesn't seem to realize that evenif] . -AS might have béen expécted, the‘opposite seéurred.
‘estroyed, we.would still have 3,000 warheads at'seq] & ‘iests, then-with deploymentiof first:generation types!
placed on invulnerable submarines and another 2,0000n .- @nd finally with’ sophisticated guiddnce systems, Now |
ibombers on vlert status, Each of these warheadshasap?| %3 We see these as a major threat to our. ICBMs. President
‘explosive force many times:that of the bomb that de:d /{7 R§agan becories alarmed over a *window of vultera: |
;stroyed Hiroshima. These can destroy’military.as well; &7 Dility” brought on’ by thé MIRVs, proposes.to spend |
‘a3 industrial targets. They could contaminate hundreds’ % hundreds -of billions of .dollars :as a-iresponse-to this i
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‘of thousands of §quare miles 'with deadly radioactivity.- g;':“;‘*-"’,ea‘- and now says we-can’t {reeze our-nuclear pro: ]
$»Much is made-of an imbalance of strategic. nucieas] 3 grams until this imagined Soviet superiority is eliminat.- |
‘forces in Europe, ignoring that these are only a part: of; £ el AT, R et e BRI L iy

‘the‘overall deterrent: In the past, NATO quite wisely] .5 vJFinally, verification is the.one issue that applies t5 il

:deployed untargetable submarine missilesq:;:ot- land].-":? b .'altgmauyesg_ a freeze.at gurrent leyels, reductions and "
jpased nissiles—as a response to the Soviet intermediate] 3, ven.continued: buildups. Can.we, verify: the.size and*
sange §S-20 missiles aimeéd at Europe, President Rea=| - Y gharacteristics of the Soviet strategic nuclear.forces and {

‘gan'is misinformed when he says-we have nothing {5 “¥canwebe sure that reductions are actually being made?. 't

jcounter the SS-20s, NATO has more than 400 Poseido| & +-+First it should be understood that satisfactory verifi- -

{warheads assigned 1 its se snd i pddition mdgfzhaf ] i cation. of an.agreement-to.freeze or -reduce .puclear -
d mRisueandina re. than ~+iweapons does not require that.any violation, no matter.;

, ivhow insignificant; has to have-a high probability of de+ ‘ :

i tection as some who wish ta:forecloso.any arms limita-
& tionwould like. the. public.to believe:; When we havé.

£ 2,000 strategic delivery vehicles, the secret Soviet pro % ‘

- §’duction of 100 missiles is not:a:security: risk.President’:
3 Reagan’s negotiator,/Paul Nitze, has in‘the past te_#iﬁeqf'i =
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